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This is a preliminary draft. An analysis will be provided in a subsequent version
of this draft. '

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows: ‘ '

SECTION 1. 49.45 (23) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:
49.45 (23) (a) The department shall,my)request a waiver from the secretary

of the federal department of health and human services to permit the department to
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SECTION 1
conduct a demonstration project to provide health care coverage for basic primary
and preventive care to adults who are under the age of 65, who have family incomes

not to exceedﬁ@%percent of the poverty line, and who are not otherwise eligible for

medical assistance under this subchapter, the Badger Care health care program
under s. 49.665, or Medicare under 42 USC 1395 et seq. If the department creates
a policy under sub. (2m) (c) 10., this paragraph does not apply to the extent that it

conflicts with the policy.

+#++NOTE: The language in this provision requires DHS to request a waiver. If DHS
seeks to have the option to operate BadgerCare Plus Core instead of being required to
operate it, the changes made to the language in this draft are necessary.

SECTION 2. 49.45 (23) (a) of the statutes, as affected by 2011 Wisconsin Act 32
and 2013 Wisconsin Act .... (this act), is repealed and recreated to read:

49.45 (23) (a) The department may request a waiver from the secretary of the
federal department of health and human services to permit the department to
conduct a demonstration project to provide health care coverage for basic primary
and preventive care to adults who are under the age of 65, who have family incomes
not to exceed percent of the poverty line, and who are not otherwise eligible for
medical assistance under this subchapter, the Badger Care health care program
under s. 49.665, or Medicare under 42 USC 1395 et seq.

SECTION 3. 49.45 (23) (b) of the statutes is amended to read:

49.45 (23) (b) If the waiver is granted and in effect, the department may
promulgate rules defining the health care benefit plan, including more: specific
eligibility requirements and cost—-sharing requirements. Unless otherwise provided
by the department by a policy created under sub. (2m) (c), cost sharing may include
an annual enrollment fee, which may not exceed $75 per year. Notwithstanding s.

227.24 (3), the plan details under this subsection may be promulgated as an




Summary of Comments on 13-1243_P1 ACA draft
comments 2 4 13.pdf

Page: 2

ez} Number: 1 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/4/2013 12:13:53 PM

After further thought, the Department has concluded that it's best to use s. 49.45(23) as the statutory vehicle for covering childless adults, since a
12/10/12 FAQ from CMS to Governors indicated states would need to request a demonstration waiver if they expand to less than 133%. Please
amend to change to the proposed income limit of 100% of the FPL. Also, we'd prefer to maintain current law that we "shall” request a waiver.

fejNumber: 2 Author: John Subject: Highlight Date: 2/2/2013 2:54:09 PM
Proposed income limit is 100% FPL
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SECTION 3

emergency rule under s. 227.24 without a finding of emergency. If the waiver is
granted and in effect, the demonstration project under this subsection shall may
begin G&Januapy—l,—z()OQ,—er on the effective date of the waiver,whichever-islater.

#»x*NOTE: This provision indicates that if DHS requests a waiver the operation of
BadgerCare Plus Core is required. The changes to the language in this draft make
operation of BadgerCare Plus Core optional.

SECTION 4. 49.45 (23) (b) of the statutes, as affected by 2011 Wisconsin Act 32
and 2013 Wisconsin Act .... (this act), is repealed and recreated to read:

49.45 (23) (b) If the waiver is granted and in effect, the department may
promulgate rules defining the health care benefit plan, including more specific
eligibility requirements and cost—sharing requirements. Cost sharing Ihay include
an annual enrollment fee, which may not exceed $75 per year. Notwithstanding s.
227.24 (3), the plan details under this subsection may be promulgated as an
emergency rule under s. 227.24 without a finding of emergency. If the waiver is
granted and in effect, the demonstration project under this subsection may begin on
the effective date of the waiver.

SECTION 5. 49.45 (24s) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:

49.45 (24s) (a) The department shall request a waiver from the secretary of the
federal department of health and human services to permit the department to

provide optional services for family planning, as defined in s. 253.07 (1) (a), under

less otherwise provided by the department by a policy created under

sub. (2m) (c¢) 10. The department shall implement any waiver granted.
SECTION 6. 49.45 (24s) (a) of the statutes, as affected by 2013 Wisconsin Act ....
(this act) and 2011 Wisconsin Act 32, section 1441bg, is repealed and recreated to

read;
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@Numberz 1 Author: forsaac Subject: Highlight Date: 2/4/2013 10:14:59 AM
%;gNumber: 2 Author; forsaac Subject: Sticky Note Date: 2/4/2013 10:14:46 AM

Please do not make any amendments to the family planning waiver statute. The administration has decided to maintain current law for FPW.
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SECTION 6
49.45 (24s) (a) The department shall request a waiver from the secretary of the
federal department of health and human services to permit the department to
provide optional services for family planning, as defined in s. 253.07 (1) (a), under
medical assistance, to adults whose income does not exceed 133 percent of the
poverty line. The department shall implement any waiver granted.
SECTION 7. 49.46 (1) (a) 15. of the statutes is amended to read:
49.46 (1) (a) 15. Any individual who is infected with tuberculosis and meets the
income an
Ineome program-under 42 USC 1381 t6-1383d eligibility requirements as determined

under the same method as income eligjbﬂity is determined for the program under s.
49.471.

SECTION 8. 49.47 (4) (a) 1. of the statutes is renumbered 49.47 (4) (af) and
amended to read:

49.47 (4) (af) Under Any individual who is under 21 years of age and resides

in an intermediate care facility, skilled nursing facility, or inpatient psychiatric

hospital;

meets the income requirements as determined under the same method as income

eligibility exists if income does not exceed 133 1/3% of the maximum aid to families
with dependent children payment under s. 49.19 (11) for the applicant’s family size
or the combined benefit amount available under supplemental security income

under 42 USC 1381 to 1383c and state supplemental aid under s. 49.77 whichever




Page: 4
i) Number: 1 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/1/2013 2:42:00 PM
ACA does not permit us to apply an asset/resource test to this eligibility group, effective 1/1/14, so this phrase should be struck.

iz Number: 2 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/1/2013 2:42:1.8 PM
cm and cr are not relevant for a youth under age 21 in an IMD so this phrase should be struck.

#aNumber: 3 Author: laphijo Subject: Sticky Note Date: 2/1/2013 2:48:31 PM

" As drafted, this change has the effect of forcing the state to adopt a higher med needy standard based on the SSI payment level. It also does so
without regard to the cap set in federal law, which was noted in subd. 3., which is being repealed in this bill. That could result in us not being able
to claim fed match for the med needy. The changes made could stand, but only if we change "higher” to "lower" as indicated on page 5, line 1,
to maintain the current med needy income limits.
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SECTION 9

4

er; In this subdivision “income” includes earned or unearned income that

would be included in determining eligibility for the individual or family under s.
49.19 or 49.77, or for the aged, blind or disabled under 42 USC 1381 to 1385. “Income”
does not include earned or unearned income which would be excluded in determining
eligibility for the individual or family under s. 49.19 or 49.77, or for the aged, blind
or disabled individual under 42 USC 1381 to 1385.

SECTION 10. 49.47 (4) (c) 3. of the statutes is repealed.

SEcTION 11. 49.471 (1) (f) of the statutes is amended to read:
49.471 (1) (D “Family income” means-the-total-gross-earned-and-unearned
income received by-all-members-of afamily has the meaning given for “household

#==NOTE: Since “household” is not used in the BadgerCare Plus statute, I cannot
create a definition for it. Furthermore, the requirements contained in the federal
regulations are more appropriate in a substantive provision. See created section 49.471
(7) (d) in this draft.

SECTION 12. 49.471 (4) (a) 1. of the statutes is amended to read:
49.471 (4) (a) 1. A pregnant woman whose family income does not exceed 200

133 percent of the poverty line.

87 49.471 (4) (a) 4. b. of the statutes is amended to read:

Hus]
i

i
:

49.471 (4) (a) 4. b. -Except-as-providedin subd. 4. ¢ the The individual’s family
income does not exceed 200 100 percent of the poverty line and-dees-net-inelude
self-employmentincome.

SECTION 14. 49.471 (4) (a) 4. c. of the statutes is repealed.

SECTION 15. 49.471 (4) (a) 5. of the statutes is amended to read:

49.471 (4) (a) 5. An individual who, regardless of family income,!é‘:ll

ifter January '1,1990; and who, on his or her 18th birthday, was in a foster care

placement under the responsibility of 5 state and enrolled in Medical Assistance
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ol Number: 1 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/1/2013 2:25:18 PM
~ Needs to say lower. See earlier note.
g Number: 2 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/1/2013 2:29:37 PM
~ Should be 435.603
|Number: 3 Author: John Subject: Highlight Date: 2/2/2013 6:21:26 PM
Need to modify 49.471(4)(a)4.a. to include reference to dependent child. See comments on page 10, line 4.
isjNumber: 4 " Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/1/2013 3:06:11 PM

“This reference to a birthdate must be struck or modified to 1988. The new federal category is available to anyone under age 26 as of January 1,
2014.

i Number: 5 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/1/2013 3:47:18 PM
“This wording has us covering young adults who were in foster care in Wisconsin or other States on their 18th birthday. Proposed federal
regulations at 42 CFR 435.150, allow States the option to not cover young adults who were on foster care in other States when they aged out.
This issue has not yet been brought before DHS management for a decision. This policy is also a concern of DCF which runs a program providing
services to assist these same youths in obtaining education and jobs. A portion of the youths they serve have moved here from other states. To
give the department time to decide on this policy, the following wording is suggested (not sure how to define "Medicaid” for youths in other

states):

"..was in a foster care placement under the responsibility of the state of Wisconsin, or at the option of the department,
under the responsibility of another State, and enrolled in Medicaid..."
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SECTION 15
under this subchapter, as determined by the department. The coverage for an
individual under this subdivision ends on the last day of the month in which the
individual becomes 21 26 years of age, unless he or she otherwise loses eligibility

sooner.

«=+NOTE: Please note that the language in the request for this provision is not the
current version of the statute. The current version is amended in this draft as requested.

SECTION 16. 49.471 (4) (b) 1. of the statutes is repealed.
SECTION 17. 49.471 (4) (b) 1m. of the statutes is repealed.
SECTION 18. 49.471 (4) (b) 2. of the statutes is repealed.

SECTION 19. 49.471 (4) (b) 3. of the statutes is amended to read:

49.471 (4) (b) 3. A child whose family income exceeds 200 percent but does not
exceed 300 percent of the poverty line. For-a-child-underthis subdivision-whe-is-an

SECTION 20. Elg

49.471 (4) (b) 4. An individual who sati i iteria:—a-
individual is a parent or caretaker relative of a child who is living in the home with
the parent or caretaker relative or who is temporarily absent from the home for not

more than 6 months or, if the child has been removed from the home for more than




Page: 6

g Number: 1 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/1/2013 4:22:23 PM
" Paragraph (4)(b) relates to who is eligible for benchmark plan benefits. For this reason 3m. should be referring to unborn children with incomes
over 200%, up to 300% FPL.

7z Number: 2 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/1/2013 3:58:49 PM

““Idon’t remember the legal arguments, but I seem to remember that the DHS/LRB attorneys determined that we needed to refer to the unborn
children without reference to the pregnant woman. They are defined very specifically in 49.471(1)(k).

@Number: 3 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/4/2013 11:32:47 AM
CHIP eligibility is passed through BadgerCare Plus. After thinking about this some more, I think we don't have to modify the unborn child
definition. If the mother is no longer medicaid eligible (i.e., no longer eligible under subchapter 1) as a pregnant woman because her income is
over 133% FPL, then as long as she meets the other conditions in 49.471(1)(k)5., the unborn child is eligible and the unborn child policies apply to
the mother. For this reason, I think we only have to add a new d. to 49.471(1)(k)5. that says the mother's family income is over 133% FPL.

We have identified another problem. Under 49.471(3), we said if waiver granted, anyone eligible under (4), is not eligible under 49.46 or 49.47,
etc. It worked because we raised income limits for everyone under BadgerCare Plus (BC+). If we bring PW down to 133% in BC+, then they wouid
still be eligible under 49.46(1)(am) or 49.47(4)(am) which still has 185% FPL eligibility. I think for this to work, we will need to amend both (am)
sections to say 133%. The other reason to amend the (am) sections is that they are referred to in 49.47(4)(c) which establishes med needy &
spenddown eligibility. T

@Number: 4 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/2/2013 3:07:03 PM
(4)(b)4. should be repealed since this pertains to eligibility for self-employed parents in the benchmark plan when they have income over 200%
FPL. We will no longer cover parents over 133%.




© 0o 3 O GO s W N -

=R R
W N = O

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

2013 - 2014 Legislature _7- LR%}%iiglf

SECTION 20

6 months, the parent or caretaker relative is working toward unifying the family by

complying with a permanency plan under s. 48.38 or 938.38.

SECTION 21. 49.471 (4) (b) 4. b. of the statutes is repealed.

SECTION 28. 49.471 () (b) 1. of the statutes is amended to read:

49.471 (5) (b) 1. Except as provided in sub. (6) (a) 1., a pregnant woman is
eligible for the benefits specified in par. (c) during the period beginning on the day
on which a qualified provider determines, on the basis of preliminary information,
that the woman’s family income does not exceed 300 133 percent of the poverty line
and ending on the applicable day specified in subd. 3.

SECTION 24. 49.471 (5) (b) 2. of the statutes is renumbered 49.471 (5) (b) 2.
(intro.) and amended to read:

49.471 (5) (b) 2. Except as provided in sub. (6) (a) 2., a child who is not an unborn
child is eligible for the benefits described in s 49.46 (2) (a) and (b) during the period
beginning on the day on which a qualified entity determines, on the basis of

preliminary information, that the child’s family income does not exceed 150-pereent

of the pevertyline any of the following and ending on the applicable day specified in -

subd. 3., unless the federal department of health and human services approves the

department’s request to not extend eligibility to children during this period:
SECTION 25. 49.471 (5) (b) 2. a. to c. of the statutes are created to read:

49.471 (5) (b) 2. a. 150 percent of the poverty line for a child who is 6 years of

age or older but has not yet attained the age of 8,
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@Number: 1 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/4/2013 11:37:34 AM
~ Per the earlier note, we have concluded that s. 49.45(23) should continue to be the vehicle for covering childless adults. As a result, this section is
not needed and should not be created.

| Number. 2 Author: laphijo Subject: Highlight Date: 2/1/2013 5:13:20 PM
Should be 19.
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SECTION 25

+=NOTE: Please confirm that this date range, cutting off at the age of 18, is correct.

b. 185 percent of the poverty line for a child who is one year of age or older but
has not yet attained the age of 6.

c. 300 percent of the poverty line for a child who is under one year of age.

SECTION 26. 49.471 (5) (b) 3. a. of the statutes is amended to read:

49.471 (5) (b) 3. a. If the woman or child applies for benefits under sub. (4)
within the time required under par. (d), the benefits specified in subd. 1. or 2.,
whichever is applicable, end on the day on which the department or the county
department under s. 46.215, 46.22, or 46.23 determines whether the woman or child
is eligible for benefits under sub. (4), except that a child who is not an unborn child
is not eligible for benefits described in s. 49.46 (2) (a) and (b) during that time if the
federal department of health and human services approves the department’s request

not to provide those benefits during that time.
SECTION 27. 49.471 (5) (¢) 1. of the statutes is renumbered 49.471 (5) (¢) and

amended to read:
49.471 (5) (c) On behalf of a woman under par. (b) 1. whose-family-income-does
not-exceed 200-percent-of thepoverty line, the department shall audit and pay

allowable charges to a provider certified under s. 49.45 (2) (a) 11. only for ambulatory
prenatal care services under the benefits described in s. 49.46 (2) (a) and (b).

SECTION 28. 49.471 (5) (c) 2. of the statutes is repealed.

SECTION 29. 49.471 (7) (a) of the statutes is repealed.

SECTION 30. 49.471 (7) (b) 1. of the statutes is amended to read:

49.471 (7) (b) 1. -A- Eligibility for a pregnant woman whose family income
exceedsH00ipercent of the poverty line may become-eligible for coverage-under this

’
a
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| Number: 1 Author: John Subject: Highlight Date: 2/2/2013 3:15:07 PM

" This is the provision for medically needy spenddowns. It should refer to the proposed Medicaid income limit of 133% FPL.
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SEcTION 30

women-in-the pregnant-woman’sfamily is determined under the method described
in s. 49.47 (4) (c).

+++NOTE: I was unsure wh

:

poverty-line. For a child to obtain eligibility under subd. 2., the amount that must
be obligated or expended in any 6-month period is equal to the sum of the differences |
in each of those 6 months between the child’s monthly family income and the monthly
family income that is 150 percent of the poverty line.

SECTION 32. 49.471 (7) (c) of the statutes is repealed.

SECTION 33. 49.471 (7) (d) of the statutes is created to read:

49.471 (7) (d) For the purpose of determining family income, the department

shall apply the regulations defining a household under 42 CFR 435.603 (f). To



Hz| Number: 1 Author: John Subject: Highlight Date: 2/2/2013 3:22:46 PM

T think these changes will work if we make the changes I mentioned in my comments on page 6, line 12.

;;%;;sNumber: 2 Author: John Subject: Sticky Note Date: 2/2/2013 5:30:32 PM

Since we are dropping coverage for children over 300% FPL, we need to show that we would cover them under med needy spenddowns. to do
that I suggest changing subd. 2. to say something like:

"2. A child who is not an unborn child, whose family income exceeds 150 percent of the poverty line, and who is ineligible under this section solely because of
sub. (8) (b)_or whose family income exceeds 300 percent of the poverty line, may obtain eligibility under this section if the difference between the child’s family
income and 150 percent of the poverty line is obligated or expended on behalf of the child..."

@,Number: 3 Author: forsaac Subject: Highlight Date: 2/4/2013 11:40:53 AM
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SECTION 33
determine the family size for a pregnant woman, the department shall include the
pregnant woman and the number of babies she is expecting.

SECTION 34. 49.471 (7m) of the statutes is created to read:

(b) An individual who is age 18 and a full-time student in secondary school or
equivalent vocational or technical training if before attaining the age of 19 the
individual is reasonably expected to complete the school or training.

SEcTION 35. 49.471 (8) (d) 1. b. of the statutes is amended to read:

49.471 (8) (d) 1. b. A child described in sub. (4) (a) 2. er-(b)-2-

SECTION 36. 49.471 (9) (a) 2. b. of the statutes is amended to read: |

49.471 (9) (a) 2. b. A child described in sub. (4) (a) 2. er-(b)-2-

SECTION 37. 49.471 (10) (b) 1. of the statutes is amended to read:

49.471 (10) (b) 1. Except as provided in subd. 4., a recipient who is an adult,
who is not a pregnant woman, and whose family income is greater than 150 percent

but not greater than 200 percent of the poverty line shall pay a premium for coverage

under BadgerCare Plus that does not exceed 5 percent of his or her family income.

SECTION 38. 49.471 (10) (b) 3. of the statutes is amended to read:

49.471 (10) (b) 3. Except as provided in subd. 4., a recipient who is an unborn

child, er-a—pregnant-woman-eligibleunder-sub.(4)-(b)-1.; whose family income is




Page: 10

@Number; 1 Author: John Subject: Highlight Date: 2/4/2013 11:42:11 AM
This is not for the purpose of determining a child's eligibility for BadgerCare Plus but rather an adult's eligibility. Also the department has already
decided that the definition includes both parts. We recommend moving the language to (1). It should read more like:

A dependent child is:
(a) An individual who is under the age of 18, or

(b) An individual who is age 18 and a full-time student in secondary school or equivalent vocational or technical training if before attaining the
age of 19 the

individual is reasonably expected to complete the school or training.

@Number: 2 Author: John Subject: Highlight Date: 2/2/201.3 6:19:07 PM
This definition needs to be part of 49.471(1) and it needs to be incorporated into 49.471(4)(a)4.a.

@Numberz 3 Author: John Subject: Highlight Date: 2/2/2013 6:17:48 PM
~ should be "18, or"
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SECTION 38

greater than 200 percent of the poverty line shall pay a premium for coverage of the
benefits described in sub. (11) that does not exceed the full per member per month
cost of coverage for an adult with a family income of 300 percent of the poverty line.
SECTION 39. 49.471 (iO) (b) 4. b. of the statutes is amended to read:
49.471 (10) (b) 4. b. A child who is eligible under sub. (4) (a) 2. exr-(b)-2:
SECTION 40. 49.84 (6) (c) 1. d. of the statutes is amended to read:
49.84 (6) (c) 1. d. A child who is receiving medical assistance under s. 49.46 (1)
(a) 13., 49.47 (4) (am) 3., or 49.471 (4) (a) 2. ex(b)2: or an unborn child receiving
prenatal care under s. 49.471.

SEcTION 9318. Initial applicability; Health Services.

(1) MODIFIED ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME. The treatment of sections 49.46 (1) (a) 15.,

SEcTION 9418. Effective dates; Health Services.

(1) PATIENT PROTECTION AND AFFORDABLE CARE ACT CHANGES. The treatment of
sections 49.45 (23) (a) (by SEcTION 1) and (b) (by SECTION 3), 49.47 (4) (a) 1. and (c)
1. and 3. and (5) (c) 1., 49.471 (4) (a) 1., 4. b. and c., and 5., and (b) 1., Im., 2., 3., and
5.,(5) (b) 1. and 3. a. and (¢) 1. and 2., (7) (d), (7Tm) (a) and (b), (8) (d) 1. b., (9) (a) 2.
b., and (10) (b) 1., 3., and 4. b., and 49.84 (6) (c) 1. d. of the statutes, the repeal of
sectioh 49.471 (5) (c) 2. of the statutes, the renumbering and amendment of section
49.471 (5) (b) 2. of the statutes, the consolidation, renumbering, and amendment of
section 49.471 (4) (b) 4. (intro.) and a. of the statutes, the amendment of section 49.45

(24s) (a) of the statutes, the repeal and recreation of section 49.45 (24s) (a) of the
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@Number: 1 Author: John Subject: Highlight Date: 2/3/2013 2:44:18 PM

~ MAGI takes effect April 1, 2014, for existing Medical Assistance cases which complete their annual renewals by March 31, 2014. For all other
existing cases, MAGI takes effect at the time of their next annual renewal. MAGI (under these sections) takes effect on January 1, 2014, for all
applicants.
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SECTION 9418
statutes, and the creation of section 49.471 (5) (b) 2. a., b., and c. of the statutes take
effect on January 1, 2014.

(2) MODIFIED ADJUSTED GROSSINCOME. The treatment of sections 49.46 (1) (a) 15.,

49.47 (4) (a) 1., 49.471 (1) (D, (7) (a), (b) 1. and 3., (¢c), and (d), and (7m) of the statutes

and SECTION 9318 (1) of this act take effect onll

(3) RECONCILIATION WITH 2011 WISCONSIN ACT 32. The treatment of sections 49.45
(23) (a) (by SEcTIiON 2) and (b) (by SECTION 4) of fhe statutes and the repeal and
recreation of section 49.45 (24s) (a) of the statutes takes effect on January 1, 2015.

(END)
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Dodge, Tamara

From: Iwata, Yuko - DOA <Yuko.lwata@wisconsin.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2013 11:14 AM

To: Dodge, Tamara

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: FW: ACA draft

Hi Tami,

See DHS' response. If you have any questions, please let me know.

Thanks,

Yuko Iwata

Executive Policy and Budget Analyst
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
Department of Administration

(608) 267 — 7980

From: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2013 11:12 AM
To: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: RE: ACA draft

Sorry, | didn’t get that page 10 comment quite correct.

The provisions regarding dependent children only apply when determining whether a parent/caretaker is eligible under _
s.49.471(4)(a)4.a. What we want to do is to say that a child in 4.a. includes

(a) An individual who is under the age of 18, or
(b) An individual who is age 18 and a full-time student in secondary school or equivalent vocational or technical training

if before attaining the age of 19 the
individual is reasonably expected to complete the school or training.

Perhaps this language could be folded directly into 4.a. without a freestanding definition.

From: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 4:22 PM
To: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: FW: ACA draft

Hi Andy,
See Tami’s questions regarding your comments on her ACA draft. If you have any questions, please let me know.

Thanks,




Yuko lwata

Executive Policy and Budget Analyst
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
Department of Administration

{608) 267 — 7980

From: Dodge, Tamara [mailto: Tamara.Dodge@legis.wisconsin.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 4:14 PM

To: Iwata, Yuko - DOA
Subject: RE: ACA draft

Yuko,

| have started to go through the comment on BB0O403 (LRB-1243). | have one comment to start with. On page 10 of the
draft, DHS comments that they want the “definition” of dependent child put in sub. (1). Definitions in this section are
only to be used to define terms that are used in the statute. “Dependent” is only used twice: in 49.471 (4) (d) and (8) (d)
1. c. If  move the “definition” to sub. (1), DHS can use the definition for those two statutory provisions only. To use the
method for classifying a dependent for all types of eligibility determinations they wish, the provision should be left
where it is. What does DHS want to use this “definition” for?

I may have further comments or questions as | continue to go through the draft. I'll let you know.
Tami

Tamara J. Dodge

Attorney

Wisconsin Legislative Reference Bureau
P.O. Box 2037

Madison, WI 53701-2037

(608) 267 - 7380

tamara.dodge@legis.wisconsin.gov

From: Iwata, Yuko - DOA [mailto:Yuko.Iwata@wisconsin.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 1:00 PM

To: Dodge, Tamara

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: FW: ACA draft

Hi Tami,
Please find attached DHS’ comments on your ACA drafts. If you have any questions, please let me know.
Thanks,

Yuko Iwata

Executive Policy and Budget Analyst
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
Department of Administration

(608) 267 — 7980




From: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 12:16 PM
To: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: RE: ACA draft

Here are comments on the ACA drafts. Let us know if you have any questions.

From: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Sent: Thursday, January 31, 2013 9:34 AM
To: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: ACA draft

Andy,
Please find attached 2 drafts related to the ACA for your review. If you have any questions, please let me know.
Thanks,

Yuko lwata

Executive Policy and Budget Analyst
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
Department of Administration

(608) 267 — 7980
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Dodge, Tamara

From: Iwata, Yuko - DOA <Yuko.lwata@wisconsin.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, February 06, 2013 8:31 AM

To: Dodge, Tamara

Subject: FW: Additional Comment on the ACA draft

Hi Tami,

DHS’ comments on the ACA.
Thanks,

Yuko lwata

Executive Policy and Budget Analyst
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
Department of Administration

(608) 267 — 7980

From: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2013 5:16 PM
To: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: Additional Comment on the ACA draft

Hi Yuko — the eligibility folks are researching Tamara’s questions below. In the meantime, could you pass this along to her as well:

In the current draft, in s. 49.471(1)(f), “family income” is defined as “household income under 42 CFR 435.603(d).” The income limit
for parents/caretakers is defined under 5.49.471(4}{a)4.b. as “The individual’s family income does not exceed 100 percent of the
poverty line.”

Could we amend 4.b. to read, "the individual's family income is less t
“ER.

42 CFR 435.603(d) says that household income equals MAGI minus a 5% income disregard. Unless we make the above change, an
individual at 105% FPL could qualify for MA. There would also be a coverage overlap between MA and the exchange. The exchange
determines eligibility for tax credits down to and including 100% FPL based on MAGI without a 5% disregard.

Tamara asks whether s. 49.45(23) should reference the same family income definition — we think it should and include the same
language regarding the 5% disregard as above.

From: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2013 12:37 PM
To: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: FW: ACA draft

Hi Andy,

See Tami’s comments below regarding the ACA. If you have any questions, please let me know.

1




Thanks,

Yuko lwata

Executive Policy and Budget Analyst
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
Department of Administration

(608) 267 — 7980

From: Dodge, Tamara [mailto:Tamara.Dodge@legis.wisconsin.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2013 12:34 PM

To: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Subject: RE: ACA draft

Yuko,
Thanks, that helps a lot.

I have some questions about the MAGI calculations in the ACA draft (BB0403, LRB-1243). 1 think | understand what is going on with
the initial applicability, but | want to make sure.

As | understand the comments on Page 11, there are 3 categories of individuals with 3 different dates when the MAGI requirements
will apply to them.

1. Foranew applicant for MA who applies on or after January 1, 2014, for the initial eligibility determination, MAGI applies for
that initial eligibility. If someone applies on December 30, 2013, obviously their eligibility would not be determined until
after January 1, would MAGI apply to him or her or not? Basically, | am asking whether MAGI applies to an application
received on or after January 1 or to an eligibility determination made on or after January 1. | can draft either, | just want to
be precise.

2. For an existing MA recipient whose renewal eligibility is completed on or before March 31, 2014, MAGI applies on April 1,
2014. I'm guessing this means that their continued renewal eligibility is contingent on them meeting the income
requirements, as calculated using MAGI, on April 1, 2014.

3. For an existing MA recipient whose renewal eligibility determination is completed after March 31, 2014, MAGI applies to
them on the date of their renewal eligibility determination.

If this is correct, | am not sure exactly how to draft all of this yet. But, | will figure out a way.

Most of the MAGI calculations are in the definitions (such as family income) and those definitions only apply to BC+. Since DHS is
retaining childless adult coverage in Core instead of adding that population to BC+, do we need to link the MAGI calculations to
Core? (Such as adding a provision that income eligibility for Core is determined in the same manner as BC+, something broad and
simple.) While | am at it, do | need to apply the MAGI calculations to any other MA program to make sure DHS can use this method
for any other program?

By the way, | am abbreviating the program under s. 49.471 as BC+ and the program under s. 49.45 (23) as Core.
Other than that, | think the rest of the comments | could implement.

Thanks,
Tami

Tamara J. Dodge

Attorney

Wisconsin Legislative Reference Bureau
P.O. Box 2037

Madison, WI 53701-2037




(608) 267 - 7380
tamara.dodge@legis.wisconsin.gov

From: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2013 11:12 AM
To: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: RE: ACA draft

Sorry, | didn’t get that page 10 comment quite correct.

The provisions regarding dependent children only apply when determining whether a parent/caretaker is eligible under s.
49.471(4)(a)4.a. What we want to do is to say that a child in 4.a. includes

(a) An individual who is under the age of 18, or

(b) An individual who is age 18 and a full-time student in secondary school or equivalent vocational or technical training
if before attaining the age of 19 the

individual is reasonably expected to complete the school or training.

Perhaps this language could be folded directly into 4.a. without a freestanding definition.

From: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 4:22 PM
To: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: FW: ACA draft

Hi Andy,

See Tami’s questions regarding your comments on her ACA draft. If you have any questions, please let me know.
Thanks,

Yuko Iwata

Executive Policy and Budget Analyst
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
Department of Administration

(608) 267 — 7980

From: Dodge, Tamara [mailto:Tamara.Dodge@legis.wisconsin.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 4:14 PM

To: Iwata, Yuko - DOA
Subject: RE: ACA draft

Yuko,

I have started to go through the comment on BB0403 (LRB-1243). | have one comment to start with. On page 10 of the draft, DHS
comments that they want the “definition” of dependent child put in sub. {1). Definitions in this section are only to be used to define
terms that are used in the statute. “Dependent” is only used twice: in 49.471 (4) (d) and (8) (d) 1. c. If | move the “definition” to sub.

(1), DHS can use the definition for those two statutory provisions only. To use the method for classifying a dependent for all types of -
eligibility determinations they wish, the provision should be left where it is. What does DHS want to use this “definition” for?

I may have further comments or questions as | continue to go through the draft. I'll let you know.

Tami




Tamara J. Dodge

Attorney

Wisconsin Legislative Reference Bureau
P.O. Box 2037

Madison, Wi 53701-2037

(608) 267 - 7380
tamara.dodge@legis.wisconsin.gov

From: Iwata, Yuko - DOA [mailto:Yuko.Iwata@wisconsin.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 1:00 PM
To: Dodge, Tamara

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: FW: ACA draft

Hi Tami,
Please find attached DHS’ comments on your ACA drafts. If you have any questions, please let me know.
Thanks,

Yuko lwata

Executive Policy and Budget Analyst
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
Department of Administration

(608) 267 — 7980

From: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 12:16 PM
To: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: RE: ACA draft

Here are comments on the ACA drafts. Let us know if you have any questions.

From: Iwata, Yuko - DOA

Sent: Thursday, January 31, 2013 9:34 AM
To: Forsaith, Andrew C - DHS

Cc: Gauger, Michelle C - DOA

Subject: ACA draft

Andy,

Please find attached 2 drafts related to the ACA for your review. If you have any questions, please let me know.
Thanks,

Yuko lwata

Executive Policy and Budget Analyst

Division of Executive Budget and Finance

Department of Administration
(608) 267 — 7980




